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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments, see Remarks, filed 1/6/2006, with respect to Claims 1-15 
have been fully considered and are persuasive. Claims 1-15 are allowable, Claims 16 
and 17 contain allowable subject matter and Claims 14 and 15 are being rejected based 
upon a new combination of references. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hsueh in 
view of Kuo. 

Hsueh shows an illuminated flower arrangement which include a pot 1, a plurality of 
optical fibers inserted into a top surface of the pot 1 and into a housing 41 containing a 
light source 41 . As shown in figures 1 and 2, the decorative arrangement comprises 
flowers with a stem extending into the pot 1 . The pot contains an open end and a 
closed end. Power is provided exterior to the pot with a plug also functioning as the 
switching mechanism. Claim 14 sets forth that the container is a vase and that the 
power source is within a chamber in a vase. The pot 1 is the functional equivalent of a 
vase. The choice of one or the other is an ornamental issue based upon the desired 
appearance for the flower arrangement. Kuo is cited for teaching that it is well known in 
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the art to have an illuminated vase for a flower arrangement which includes a self- 
contained power source (see column 3, lines 8-1 1 ) with a switch 29. It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art that Hsueh could be modified to be battery 
operated and controlled by a switch in the same manner as taught by Kuo because both 
references are directed to providing an illuminated flower arrangement and the battery 
power source provides more mobility for the flower display. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hsueh 
and Kuo as applied to claim 14 above, and further in view of Yang. 
Hsueh does not identify the type of light source used with the decorative flower display. 
Yang teaches that it is known in the art to use LEDs when illuminating an artificial plant 
display. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art that Hsueh could be 
modified to include an LED as the light source in the same manner as taught by Yang 
because LEDs generate low heat and operative more efficiently than conventional 
incandescent light bulbs and Yang provides for a similar decorative display as Hsueh. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 1-13 are allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: Claims 1-13 
are allowable over the prior art because Claim 1 set forth a flower display in a vase 
containing water with a waterproof housing submerged in the water containing a power 
source and a light source and at least one optical fiber extending from the housing to 
adjacent to or among a flower in the vase. This combination of limitations was not 
shown or suggested by the prior art. 
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Claims 16 and 17 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Claims 16 and 17 are considered to have allowable subject matter because 
Claim 16 sets forth that the housing is partially submerged in water in the chamber in 
the vase. This combination of limitations was not shown or suggested by the prior art. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Harris is cited of interest. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to Examiner Neils at (571 ) 272-2377 on a Monday or Thursday. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra O'Shea can be reached on (571) 272-2378. 
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Primary Examiner 



